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that have been questioned because of the possible presence of salmonellae.
The sampling plan was not designed or intended to replace routine sur-
veillance operations, including testing, that a food manufacturer or a
regulatory agency might employ. The plans were intended to be used in
arriving at a final decision in order to accept or reject a particular lot in
question.

After reviewing the report of the Committee on Salmonella, the FDA
began to consider ways of responding to the various committee recom-
mendations (Olson, 1975). It invited Dr. E. M. Foster, Director of the
Food Research Institute, University of Wisconsin, to assemble a group of
knowledgeable people representing both government and industry to de-
velop a classification system and a sampling plan along the lines envisioned
by the Committee on Salmonella. The Interagency-Industry Committee
on Salmonella Control in Foods submitted its report to the FDA in October
1970, and the report was published in March 1971 (Foster, 1971). This
report embraced the recommendations of the Committee on Salmonella
both with respect to the establishment of categories of food products based
upon product hazard characteristics and the sampling and analytical plans
for determination of the acceptability of questioned lots. Further, it pro-
vided guidance on the assessment of hazard characteristics.

Subsequently FDA announced its position on Salmonella sampling and
testing plans (Olson, 1975). Basically, FDA accepted the recommenda-
tions of the Committee on Salmonella (NRC, 1969) and the Interagency-
Industry Committee (Foster, 1971) with the following exceptions. First,
a sample lot would be accepted only if analyses of all analytical units
were negative for salmonellae. The FDA position was that acceptance of
any lot of food in which salmonellae were shown to be present would not
be administratively feasible. Thus, the sampling plan shown in the second
column of Table A-2 would be employed and the sampling plan shown
in the third column (permitting a single positive among the analytical units
tested) would not be utilized. Second, FDA provided for the compositing
of multiple analytical units, the maximum size of a composite unit being
375 g. The composite unit was to consist of a series of 25-g analytical
units. Finally, the FDA indicated that the acceptance criteria would be
applied to any lot of product tested in connection with any of its surveil-
lance or compliance programs. As previously noted, the two committees
(NRC, 1969; Foster, 1971) had indicated that the sampling plan was not
designed to replace routine surveillance operations, but was intended to
be used in arriving at a final decision whether to accept or reject a particular
lot in question. FDA's position on this point was made clear: "If we
sample a lot we question it; otherwise why sample it?"

The fourth edition of the Bacteriological Analytical Manual for Foods